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August 30, 2002 REGEIVED IN DOCKETS
Mr. Jamas Bartridge
Project Manager
Californla Enargy Commission

Systems Assessment and Facilities Siting Division
1516 Ninth Street, MS 3000
Sacramento, CA 85814-5504

Subject:  Comments on Inland Empire Energy Center Application for Cartification
VIA: FACSIMILE (916.851.8868) AND AIR MAIL
Daar Mr. Bartridge:

This letter of commants has been prepared by The Planning Center on behalf of the
Romoland Elementary School District. The purpose of this letter is 1o provide
commants and questions with reference to the Infand Empire Energy Center {IEEC)
* Application for Certification (AFC), prepared by Calpine Corporation. We appraciate
the efforts of the California Energy Commission staff to assess the concerns
identified In this letter and to provide written findings to our commaents pricr to tha
approval of the AFC and preparation of the Final Staff Assessmant.

1) Land Use

1.1 The AFC describes the entire IEEC plant as a 45.8-acre parcel, with 35 acres
of the 45.8 acres designated as the actual facility (power plant, switchyard,
landscape & access roads), page 3-4. However, throughout the entire AFC,
there Is no mention about the discrepant 10.8 acres; the AFC fails to Identify
the location of the 10.8-acre area and 1o describe the land use of this area.
Where is this 10.8-acre area locatad?

1.2 Page 5.11-18, paragraph 3, the AFC indicates, “Tha proposed 35-acre
Energy Center site is designated as Industrial.” What about the 10.8 acres?
Approximately 1.0 of the 10.8 acres is prime farmiand. What is the
designation of the remaining 9.8 acres?

1.3 Please identify where the 1,0-acre prime farmland is located. There is
conflicting information in the AFC. Page 5.6-3 states that the prime farmiand
i “located near the southeast corner of the praject site,” while on page 5.6-
18 the prime farmland s “located in the southwest comer of the site.”

1.4 The compressor station will displace 2.6 of 6.6 acres of prime farmland.
Wherae will the compressar be situated within the 6.6 acres? Will i ba
situated so that the remaining 4 acres could be reused, such as at the

--xgiuﬂ-\aﬂnt corner of the 6.6 acre site al Menifee and Rouse Road?
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Table 5.7-3 “Current Land Use, Zoning, Land Use Designations, and
Fetentlally Sensitive Land Uses within the Study Area” (area within one mile
of the Energy Center site and '4-mile of linear facikties) does not include
Romeoland Elemerntary School, located less than Ya-mile north of the project
site, and Menifee Valley Medical Centar, located lass than 1 mile south of the
project site, at 28400 McCall Bivd, Why have these axisting facilities been
neglected? The table should be revised to reflect the existence of the
elementary school and medical center, as well as all other sensitive land
uses within & 1-mile radius of the project site.

In Table 5.7-3, land use designations affected by the project have been
listed, but the sdsting land uses have been omitted. What if there are
sansitive receptors located on a parcel that does not have a “sensitive land
use” designation according 1o this table? For Instance, the location of the
axigting Romoland Elementary School is within the designation of
Residential.

In Table 5.7-3, the Land Use Designation of Residential is not considered
sensitive. Why? Residential areas are considered sensitive when daealing
with issues of air quality and noise, two prominent issues in the case of this
proposed project.

The report is based on the existing RAiverside County General Plan and
associated Community Plans. What are the steps that will be taken to
reconcila the differences that will arise in this report upon adoption of the
new Riverside County General Plan?

One of the steps taken during the update of the Riverside County General
Flan was to consolidate the existing 200+ Land Use Designations within the
County of Rivarside into a more streamlined and easy to decipher smaller
sel of Land Use Designations. The new draft General Plan has four major
Land Use Categories called Foundation Components, and they contain a
total of 24 Land Usa Designations,

In arder to accurately reflect approved Specific Plans within the County,
each land use designation within the approved Specific Plan was evaluated
and matched to one of the 24 new Land Use Designations. The Meanifea
North Specific Plan (8P 260) designates the IEEC property &s Industrial,
The new General Plan has reflected this land use designation as Light
Industrial. The new Ganeral Plan describes the Light Industrial Land Use as
a dasignation that:

“allows for a wide variety of industrial and related uses, including
assambiy and light manufacturing, repair and other service
facilitiaz, warehousing, distribution centers, and supporting retall
uses. Building intensily ranges fram 0.25 to 0.6 FAR."

The Current Zoning of the [EEC property is in the Specific Plan, which allows
for manufaciuring uses and industrial perks as well as other uses. Onca the
naw General Plan is adopled, the Zoning designation must be brought inta
conformance with the General Plan Land Use Designation,

Q- ACKLT DEVAFT CommamsIEEC Bidl b doc
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If the Gensaral Plan is adopted prior to the approval of the AFC, then it is the
responsibility of Calpine to revise the document and ensure conformance
with the new General Plan and the new development coda. H the AFC is
approved prior to the adoption of the new General Plan, the California
Energy Commission may have to ensure compliance with the Hearing Draft
General Plan per the request of Riverside County Planning Diractar,

Will parmitting be necessary for any linear facilities that do not fall within a
pulic ROWT

Weare the proposed Multiple Species Conservation Plan (MSHCP) map and
the Community Environmental Transportation Acceptability Process
(CETAF) map's (habitat and transportation maps of the RCIP) consultad
when deciding on this site? What are the implications of the power plant an
these planning programs? Is the power plant consistent with these plans?

Page 5.7-22. The non-reclaimable wastewater pipeline has been cited in an
aran where there will be residential development of up to 4 DUAC. Are
there possible hazards associated with the placement of this pipeline in
proximity to residential developmem?

The new General Plan may restrict the placement of a pipeling in an area
designated as Open Space.

Upen adoption of the new General Plan (slated in early 2003), Ordinance
348 must be brought into conformance with the new plan. The listed zones
that would apply to the siting of the power plant would nat apply once the
new General Plan has besn adoptad.

Page 5.27-28, This section describes the surrounding land uses, but it does
net go into detail about existing land uses in the area. There is land that is
designated Residential within cne mile of the power plant, and existing
dwelling units and a schoal within the one-mile radius of the proposed site.
These land uses are sensitive receptors, and further mitigation maeasures for
naise, local air quality, aesthetics, and design guldelines far the power plant
should be discussed,

Section 5.7.14 is about existing land uses, but sections on proposed land
uses have been included. This could confuse a reader, The natural gas
pipelines, transmigsion line connections, the non-reclaimable wastewatar
pipeline, and the comprassor station, all propesed, are described in the
existing land uses section,

Fage 5.7-31, Section 5.7.2.1. The paragraph states that rural residential
developments are currently buffered from the proposed site by undeveloped
laned. This land is designated as residential, and may be developad at any
time. The buffer of vacant land betwesn residential and heavy-industrial use
i not sufficient. Other mitigation measures should be identified for the
proper siting of the energy facility.

The IEEC study states that the siting and operation of the energy center,
transmission lines, natural gas pipeline, and wastewater pipeline would,
collectively, not affect o result in significant changes to existing land uses or
circulation pattermns. Some of the surrounding land wses would be greatly
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affacted by the placement of an industrial use that may emit noise and air
pollution into the local area, as well as disturb habitat, agriculturs, and
girculation.

The AFC points out that all land will ba raturned to original condition upon
completion of linear facilities, Are there unavoidable impacts associated
with tha installation of linear facilitias to land uses such as agriculture and
open space? Thesa land uses are easlly disturbad, and mitigation
measures may be necessary o awnid detrimental effects from temporary
construction.

Thers is a proposed devalopment project approximataly Ye-mile southwest
of the proposed energy facility. The project would involve the development
of 887 new dwelling units, This sensitive land usa may be negatively
impacted by the construction, installation, and operation of the energy

facility.

Meanifea Ranch Spacific Plan (SP 301) was adopted In February 2002, aftar
the publication of this document. The Specific Plan calls for a seres of uses
immediately east of the proposed energy facility site. Thesa uses include
residential and other sensitive receptors. The site should be re-evaluated
because of the approval of SP 301,

In July of 2001, Riverside County adopted a set of design guidelines
applicable to new developmeant within tha 3™ and 5" Supervisorial Districts.
Since the proposed site is within the 3 Supervisarial District, these design
guidalines contain industrial design policies that encourage the developer to
iilize designs and materials that evoke a sense of quality and permanence.

A CETAFP transportation corridor has been proposed for the existing rall and
Highway 74 that runs south of the site. The right-of-way for that comidor, if
the plan is adopied, may affect, or infringe upon tha proposed anergy facility
site.

Althaugh the AFC indicates that the project site is not localed within a 100-
year flood zone, a review of the FEMA map showad that the 100-year flood
zona continues appraximatety 400 feet north of McLaughlin, into the project
site. It appears that the southern portion of the site might potentially be
located in the 100-yaar lood zone. Pleasa clarify the location of south
property line of the project site and provide additional discussion and
mitigation if the project site is located in the 100-year flood zone?

2) Liquid Storage Tanks (page 3-42)

2.1

2.2

The AFC explicitly discusses four storage tanks: Section 4.3.4 (page 4-8)
identifies two water storége tanks: one raw water storage tank with a
capacity of 2.1 million gallons and one 250,000 gallon water storage tank for
fire protection system, and page 5.12-5 describes two 16,000-gallon
aquecus ammaonia fanks. Please identify all other storage tanks iocated
within tha facility; the type of fluid in the tanks; the capacity of the tanks; and
the location of where the tanks would be located at the plant

No analysis has bean prepared for potential seiches, which are genarally
created by eanthquake activity. Seiches are of concern relative 1o water

G NCIHT DEARE Commaenisd EEC finad ir.ging



August 30, 2002

Page 5

23

storage facilities because inundation from & seiche can acaur if the wave
overflows a containment wall, such as the wall of a resarvoir, water storage
tank, dam or other arificial body of water. If the 2.1 million gallon water
storage tank is located on the northaern portion of the projact site, a seiche
may potentially impact Romotand Elementary School. Please provide
discussion an such an impact.

The proposed IEEC facility will confain two combustion turbine generators
and one condensing steam turbine generator. Calping should be mindful
that there is a school located within Ve-mile of the IEEC plant. Impacts from
a propane tank explosion, known as a boiling Bguid evaporative explogion,
may be significant. Calpine should address the polential hazards related to
and safety issues of the generators and allow for public review and
comment before approval of the project by the CEC.

3} Hazards

a.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

If the IEEC AFC were approved, Romoland Elementary School, located at
25820 Antelope Road - less than Ye-mila from the north property line of the
plant, would be identified as the closest school located to a power plant in
the state of California. Health and safety impacts on sensitive raceptors,
especially studenis and staff ai Romoland Elementary School, are not
adequately addressad in the AFC.

The schoal is not listed as a sensitive recepior in the nolse, land use, or air
quality sections of the report; the analysas in these topic areas do not
spacifically addrass the school site located Ve-mile from the proposed
enargy center. Additionally, the public health section seems lacking in
covarage of sansitive receptors

The potential impacts of hazards and hazardous materials including VOCs,
aquecus ammonia, compressed natural gas and PAHs, should be
digscussad as it relates o schoolohildran,

The potertial impacts of a propane tank explosion should be quantifisd to
sesess the potential impacts on the school site,

It is interesting that Alternative Site A (page 3-60), located immediately to the
East of the Southern California Edison’s Valley Substation, was eliminated
because of the following reasons: 1) the area is not currently zoned for
industrial development, 2) the area adjacent & planned for residential
development, and 3) the plamad area Edpuml to the Allernative A mta may
nuiul:la & hlgh snhu-ul n ; G ant, o :

Wﬂ:ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ Aﬂ&n‘mﬂﬂ .ﬂ Is stll uvluhh nplhn -[aJ'lhuugh
Alternative B appears to be better, being that there are no axisting or
proposed nearby schools), Alternatives A and B could be rezoned and the
residertial development and high school planned slsewhers. Romoland
Elemantary Schoal is a developed and established facility. Relocation of the
school would be costly. Moreover, if the IEEC plant were located at either
Alternatives A or B, there would be no need for the 182-feet high
transmission lines, stretching 0.2 mites in length; the project site would be
connected directly to the adjacent substation.

SR EWFC. Commants JEET. B i dog
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38 The resulis of the Ofi-Site Consequence Analysis (OCA) should be
published and available for review before approval of the engrgy center.

a7 The Leval 3 Risk Management Plan including an ammonia hazard analysis,
an off-site conssquence analysis, a seismic assessment, an amargency
response plan, and tralning procedures should be published and available
for review before approval and construction of the energy center,

a.8 All conformance reports and studies (page 5.12-18) should be published
and avallable for review before approval and construction of the Bnangy
camar,

38 Menifee Valley Medical Center, located less than 1 mile south of the project
site, al 28400 McCall Boulevard is a sensitive receptor and should be
Included in the analysis of section 5.15, Public Health, as well as other
applicable sections of the AFC.

4, Matural Gas Pipelines.

4.1 Are both Alternative A and B Natural Gas Pipelines 20-inch in diameter?
Page 3-64, last sentence of second paragraph indicatas the “fuel gas line to
the power plant will be 18" in diametar™?

4.2 What is the protocol for the selection of either Atemative A or Alternative B
natural gas pipelines?

The Altemative B Moreno Valley pipeline is 14.8 miles long. Selection of
Alternative B may eliminate potentially good school sites, including a
proposed school site at the intersection of Mapes Road and Tradewinds
Drive. The proposed Allernative B pipaline would run along Tradewinds
through residential uses and a proposed schoal site.

Selection of the pipeline alternative routes showld be carefully considersd
since selection of one over the other may sliminate land use for future
schools, Furthermore, there are three existing high-pressure Sempra natural
gas pipelines that run along Menfee Road that are able to supply just as
much fuel to the project site.

43 Tithe 5, California Code of Regulations §14010{h) states, “The (school) site
shall not be located near an above-ground water or fuel storage tank or
within 1,500 feet of the easement of an above ground or underground
pipeline that can pose a safety hazard.” The California Department of
Education is concerned about and unlikely to approve school sites located
within 1,500 feet of high-pressure natural gas pipefines, in particular in rural
areas with new residential development. Approval of this project and
subsequent linear faciities may eliminate potential school sites.

4.4 How many pounds per square inch (psi) of pressure would the proposed
comprassor, associated to the Altermnative A Pipeline, increase the existing
Sempra mainlines 1027, 1028, and 6800, located in Meniee Road? What
are the hazards and environmental impacts related to the increase in
pressurg? Where are the closest shut-off valves for the three mainfines? Are
they automatic or manual?

CORDM-0 Y HTARG Commessi EEC final i doc
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5.2

Has a Risk study been prepared for the Alternative A and Alternative B
Plpelines? K so, it should be included as an appendix in the AFC and
available for review before approval of the energy center.

Although no human cocupancy currently exists above the proposad
Alternative B Moreno Valley pipeline (page 5.5-21), future residential
development is planned above and adjacent to the propased route.
Therefare, a fault-rupture hazard study should be prepared, aspecially since
a sagment of the pipeline crosses the Casa Loma fault. If the pipsline
breaks, communitias including schools and other sensitive recapion located
around the pipeline would be impacted. Please provide a fault-rupture
hazard study to the public and make it available for review before approval
of the proposed project.

There are a number of inconsistencies in the AFC related to idantilying the
Alternatha Pipeline routes. Two examples follow:

& “The proposed Altemnative A Moreno Velley natural gas pipeline
crosses the San Jacinto Core Reserve Area® (page 5.3-3, paragraph
2, sentence 2)

b. “For proposed construction of the Altarnative A Menifes Road
natural gas pipeline within the study area in the Core Reserve Area
{San Jacinto Wildiife Area) all construction along Davis Road._.”
(page 5.3-38, paragraph 2).

It makes it difficult for the reader to understand what Is being conveyed
when the writer is not clear. Please make sure accurate identification of
Alternathve routes is used throwghout the AFC.

Water Pipaline

The proposed project includes Implementation of a 4.7-mile long wastewater
pipeline. Design of such a pipeline includes a wide margin of safety for the
operating water pressures within the pipe, but a severs earthquake, damage
by an adjacent constructien activity, or highly corosive conditions In
surrounding soils can contribute to leakage or even fallure of the pipe. A
sudden rupturing of a high-pressure pipaline can result in the release of &
large volume of water at the point of failure and fragments of concrsta pipe
being hurled throughout the immediate area. Subsequent fleading of the
immediate arsa and along the path of drainage to lower ground levels might
also ocour.

The Romeland School District has proposed a future school located within
1,500 feet of the water pipeline easement. To ensure the protection of
students, faculty, and school property, the school district would need to
provide answers 1o the following questions for the California Department of
Education when reviewing this future school sile:

= The pipeline alignment, size, type of pipe, depth of cover

«  Operating water pressures in pipalina

»  Estimated volume of water that might be released from the
pipeling should a rupture ooour

DR, DT Commenm EEC fral & doc
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Air Ciuality

The air quality analysis relies almost entirely on satisfaction of SCAQMD rules
and regulations as the basis for concluding that air quality impacts are
acceplable. This interpretation fals to acknowledge that air quality impacts
may be adverse while all applicable rules and regulations are being met.

Although regional air quality impacts are quantified, local air quality impacts
are nol assessed. The document focuses upon impacts at locations as far as
50 miles away, while the analysis contains almost no discussion of local ares
impact potential from any ground level releases (ammonia, lubricants, dusts,
coaling tower particulates, algaecides, etc.) of aif pollutants and passible local
area impacts.

Wind analysis data used to quantify the wind conditions at the project site,
discussion of local metsorology, and associated atmospheric dispersion
patierns were based on data collected in downtown Riverside. There ks
substantial variation in wind patterns even over a short distance as reflected in
meateoroiogical diferences between dowrntown Riverside and March ARB. The
use of inappropriate data again distorts the resulting impact determination,

There is negligible construction activity impact analysis, including no mention
of diesed equipment exhast exposure cancer risk, fugitive dust or truck trafiic,

Emissions from diesel truck engines, including particulate mattar, should be
detalled and analyzed to determine impacts on nearby sensitive recapiors,
including residences and the elementary school.

The report fails to include any meaningful discussion of ultra-fine diamater
particulate matier (PM-2.5) other than to note that PM-2.5 standards are in
litigation, and that there is limited basedine PM-2.5 data. That litigation has
been settled in several subsequent trials, and California has adopted & state
P-2.5 standard that is not even mentioned in the document. The analysis is
basad upon PM-10 particulates, but a substantial fraction of project-related
particulates are likely to be in the PM-2.5 size range, which has far different
health implications.

The suggested PM-10 emissions offsets are from paving dirt reads. Dirt road
emission factors are notoriously imprecise, and the emissions that would be
eliminated by this measure would be large diameter and substantially inert
material, while the generated particulates will be cormosive or otherwise
unheatthful. As with much of the rest of the document, the philosophy seems
to be that as long as newly generated particulates are offset elsewhere out of
the local area according to established nies, local impacts are acoaptable
even if there is no relation to human health impacts in the process.

The AFC fo date has an inadequate cumulative air quality impact regarding
operation of the proposed energy center along with the nearby asphalt plant,
asphalt recycling, concrete block plant, sewer plant, and other nearty
manufacturing or industrial sourcss in conjunction with the proposed project.

The currant documnent falls to consider emvironmental justice implications of
sitng additicnal heavy industry in an already impacted environment with an
economically disadvantaged, minarity-dominant community,

SOR0NLD EAFC Commanis ITEC bral iy doc
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Page 3-55 to 3-56 states that in the evert of a full shutdown of the power plant,
whereby the facility would be operating at base load, “the facility wil
experiance operational limitations including exceedance of air quality kmits at
outputs below S0 to 60 percent of combustion turbine gensrators oulput.”
Should the CTG operate below 50-80 percent of output, or at threshald wheare
air quality fimits would not sufier, aspecially In the local area, all operations at
the antire plant should be halted so that no exceedance of air quality limits
QOCUr,

MNoisa

The AFC addresses power plant noise exposure in terms of the General Plan
MNoise Element standard of 65 dB CNEL, but fads to acknowledge the Riverside
County Environmental Health Departmant (EHD) noise cantral policy of limiting
noctunal noise to 45 dB LEQ (10-minute average). | the project ware required
:numumnm.tmmmwbmdupmﬂmfum
stringent noise standard used to develop structural noise controls for the
progact. The County noctumal noise palicy is stated as follows:

The projected acoustical impact of a stationary sourcs on the exterior of an
affected property must not exceed the follawing (W. Redden, Riverside County
Dept. of Env. Health [1983]):

1) 45-dBA (10-minute LEQ) from 10 p.m. - 7 a.m.
2) 65-dBA (10-minute LEQ) fram 7 a.m. - 10 p.m.

Please reconsider nolse Impact mitigation in light of this policy applied to all
MrmﬂmmanﬁHWWLﬂumﬂaM.

What are typical noise measurements from compressor staiors? The
surrounding land containe some residential uses, and the placement of a
compressor may exceed the noise levels for interior and exterior Iving areas
established by the County.

Visual Resources

Scenic Highways contain distinctive natural characteristics. State Route 74
from the Orange County border to the western edge of the San Bernarding
Mational Forest has been designated as an Eligible State Scenic Highway.
The intent of such designation is to conserve significant scenic resources for
future genarations and to manage development along scenic corridars so
that it will not detract from the area’s natural characteristics. Tha [EEC
facility could be a visual detriment to the immadiataly adjacent Scenic
Highway. A set of Industrial Design Guidelines Is suggested.

Page 5.10-24 though 5.10-25 includes five questions and answers related fo
aesthetics that are generally used to determine aesthetic impacts of &
project, per CEQA. None of the answars 1o the questions mantion the fact
that State Route 74 is an Eligible State Scenic Highway, AMthough SR 74 is
not an Official State Highway, Calpine should nevertheless be more mindiul
in the aesthefic value of the area, Developmant of the project would include
structures that would block or disrupt the view of Lakeview Mountains

(AT E N CommenmmEET ke lrdoc
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located northeast of the project site or Double Butte, located east-southeast
of the project site.

Page 5.10-27, first bullet on top of page, the additional mitigation measures
recommended 1o eliminate patential significant adverse impacts of the
Enengy Center and switchyard on views from KOPs 4 and 5 should be
included in the AFC. Please publish and make the additional mitigation
measures available for review before approval of the energy center.

Figure 5.10-1 Is inaccurate. The Ye-mile and Ye-mile radius should be
measured from the property line of the project site. The figure shows
Romaland Elementary School outside the Ye-mile radius of the project site,
when in fact the school is located within a quarter mile.

Page 5.10-5 indicates that the Key Observation Points were selected basad
on the view areas most sensitive to the Energy Center's potantial visual
impacts. Romoland Elementary School, located less than Y-mile from tha
IEEC, should have been selected as a KOP for further analysis. The
alementary school is the most immediate sensitive land use 1o the plant.
Currently located between the schoal site and proposed IEEC facility is
vacant land, Highway 74, and an asphalt plant. Schoolchildren aftending
Romoland Elementary School would a have perfact view of the facility.

Miscallaneous

Considerable discussion on the effects of electromagnetic fields on sensitive
receptors should be included,

Diamond Valley Dam is located south of the project site. In the eventof a
dam failure or rupture due to seismic or other events, tha project site would
most likely be affected, although the 100 and 500-vear floodplains have not
yat been determined by the stata.

The 1980 census Income data was used to determina the project arsa
qualified for environmental justice. The 2000 census Income data will ba
avadable between the end of August and beginning of September. Please
update Table 5.68-4 and discussion on income and envirenmental justice
(Sections 5.8.3 - 5.8.5).

Table 5.8-5 Indicates that Steve Long at the Riverside County Office of
Education was contacted for information, The IEEC plant is located within
the Remotand School District (ASD) and Perris Union High Schoal District
(PUHSD). Roland Skumawitz, Superintendent of RSD, and Dennis Murray,
Superintendent of PUHSD, should have been contacted as wall,

Page 5.5-4, Recreation, indicates, *There are no county or state maintained
regional parks within a one-mile radius of the project site.” Thers is a schaal
district-county joint use park Iocated south of Romoland Elemantary Schoal,
approximately 1/8 mile north of the proposed plant. This park should alzo
be considered as a sensitive land use.

Page 5.8-7, Construction Impacts on Education. The AFC indicates that
school impact fea is $0.33 per square foot of commercial and industrial
development. Government Code Section 85295 (b)(3) requires tha

QP00 SEERD Domeman st EEC fnal irdng
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maximum assessmant for development be adjusted every two years. In
January 2002, the State Allocation Board at its January Board mesting
increased the commercial and industrial development fee to $0.34 per
square foot. The AFC indicates that the covered and closad structures to be
built will total approximately 12,800 square feet. Accordingly, Calpine shall
pay 54,284 in developer feas.

Traffic

How will future traffic/truck traffic volumes affect the existing Romaland
Elementary School?

Trip generation estimates were based on a traffic analysis conducted as part
of the Menifes North Specific Plan, approved in 1984, Newer generation
rates should be used to calculate the number of trips expected to generate
from the project.

A 1,600-gallon truckload of aquecus ammonia will be transported to the
energy canter via Highway 74. The AFC should quantify the potential
impacts of a release of the ammonia in relationship to the school site located
Ve-mila from the site and less than '/.-mile north of Highway 74. Additionally,
an emaergancy response plan should be prepared In the event of a splll,

When was the last ATP update? When is the next update? The AFC may
need to be updated to reflect the most current RTF caloulations.

What are the projected improvements to 1-215, Highway-74, Menifes, and
Antelope? Will these improvements affect the proposed project or AADT,

Was the re-alignment of Highway 74 considered when giting for the power
plant? The re-alignment of Highway 74 has been proposed for the past 5 or
s0 years. Construction is slated 1o being as early as winter 2002, The re-
alignment will cause traffic to be temporarily detoured during the
construction of the new road, and it will permanently change traffic patterns
through the Homeland/Romoland area.

The new Riverside County General Plan has indicated that there are a saries
of new interchanges planned for Interstate 215. Some of these changes are
in proximity to the proposed power plant site. These interchanges may
increase traffic through the area. Were these potential traffic increases
included when evaluating possible transportation routes of hazardous
mialeriale through the area?

There i a railroad crossing at Menifee Road. Is this an at-grade crosaing?
Could this be a hazard when transporting dangerous materials to and from
the proposed plant via truck or rail?

According to the RCIP, Highway 74 has been designated as a CETAP
corridor. According to the map that can ba found in the Hearing Draft
version of RCIP, Velume 3-Area Plans-Harvest Valley/Winchester Area Plan,
the ROW for the carridor covers the proposed site. Would the placement of
the corridor restrict the placement of the power plant on the propased site?
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The existing Riverside General Plan designates Antelope Road as a Major
Highway (with a 100-foot ROW). Will the expansion and paving of this route
affect the proposed project?

Will the existing reads have a load limit capacity high enough to hold any
truck traffic generated from the construction and regular operation of the

proposed project?

Page 5.11-6-The BNSF railroad crosses Ethanac immediately north of the
project site. It |s an al-grade crossing without any signalization to wam
drivers of oncoming trains. According to the AFG, trains travel through the
Ethanac intersection appraximately 2-3 times per wesk at 10 MPH.
According to the AFC, as sited by RCTC, there are no plans to install signals
at this railroad/strest crossing. With an increase in the transport of
hazardous waste via truck (and passibly train) across this intersection,
further study may need to be considered to evaluate the safaty of the
surrounding sensitive receptors that may be affected by a hazardous spill or
explogion due to trucktrain collisions,

Are there plans to increase accessibllity to public transportation within the
proposed project site?

Will the weight and load restrictions currently enforced by the Riverside
County General Plan, as listed in the State Motor Viehicle Code, be changed
upon adoption of the new Ganeral Plan?

Will any of the trucks used during construction or dally operation exceed the
weight limit of any of the roads in proximity to the site?

Will trucks travefing to and from the proposed plant pass through residential
areas? Have alternate routes been proposed or plotted to ensure that
exposure to hazardous materials by sensitive receptors Is minimized?

On page 5.11-12 of the AFC the table lists "Spent Catalyst” as a material of
waste. What are the contents of Spent Catalyst, and will the transport of
70,000 |bs of this material, on a regular basis, put any sensithve recepiors in
danger?

5,000 gallons of gas and 5,000 gallons of diesel fuel will be transported to
andfor from the power plant every day. Will the route of the trucks bypass
any s@nsitive arsas such as schools and residences?

On page 5.11-15, the AFC has evaluated the proposed Energy Plant to
determine if the project;

» Causes an increase in fraffic that is substantial in relation to the
axisting traffic load and capacity of the street systam

= Exeeed, sither individually or cumulatively, a level of services
standard established by the county congestion management
agency for designated roads or highways

= Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including aither an
increase in tfraffic levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks
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« Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature or
mncampatibla uses

=  RAesult in inadequate emergency access

«  RAasult in inadequate parking capacity

= Cenflict with adopted policles, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transporation

There is no explanation for why some of the listed criteria do not affect the
proposed project. Please provide an explanation.

10.20  Has the Traffic Control Plan for Construction been completed?

10.21  On page 5.11-18, the AFC discusses construction of the gas and wastewater
pipelines. During the construction of these linear faciities, will there be
congiderable off-road use of construction vehicles? What measures will be
taken to minimize vehicle impacts on land and within nearby communities.
Issues such as fugitive dust and PM10 can become problematic in
particularly dry and windy areas of Riverside County, Will there be staging
areas where vahicles will be inspected and treated to reduce particulate
matter?

10.22 What traffic mitigation measuras will be taken during the placement of the
wastewatar and gas pipalines across roadways?

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the AFC. i you have any questions
regarding the comments made in this letter, please call me at 714.986.9220,

Sincaraly,
THE PLANNING CENTER

Dwayne Mears, AICP
Princi
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